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This paper and the accompanying PTO Form-1449 are being submitted in 



response to the Request for Information dated August 28, 2006. This Response will 
reference the individual documents referring to the citation letters included on the PTO 
Form-1449. 



discovered. Applicants relied upon Documents C and D to develop the present 
invention. The names of any products or services that have incorporated subject 
matter related to the claimed invention are outlined in Document E. A publication which 
one of the Applicants authored and which describes the disclosed subject matter is 
provided as Document F. Documents which were used as sources for the description 
of the prior art include Documents G-l. 
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Document A is related to safety-test evaluation systems. The system 
disclosed in this reference indicates the data modification log when necessary and 
includes a data record. The data record consists of one sequence of records that 
includes the modified study record, which is stored into the modification data file each 
time the study record is changed. This document fails to disclose "second program 
storage for storing check programs each for detecting a change in one of the 
application programs during the system operation; and an inspection conducting means 
for detecting changes in the application programs by sequentially executing the stored 
check programs in response to an inspection conducting signal." 

Document B relates to program tests. However, multiple test results are 
kept as a test result log. The system then extracts the difference by comparing the two 
time separated test results. This document fails to disclose "second program storage 
for storing check programs each for detecting a change in one of the application 
programs during the system operation; and an inspection conducting means for 
detecting changes in the application programs by sequentially executing the stored 
check programs in response to an inspection conducting signal." 

Document C relates to safety-test evaluation systems. This system stores 
validation procedures and the results. The system runs the stored validation procedure 
automatically and compares the result with the result of a previously stored result 
already in the system. This document fails to disclose "second program storage for 
storing check programs each for detecting a change in one of the application programs 
during the system operation; and an inspection conducting means for detecting 
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changes in the application programs by sequentially executing the stored check 
programs in response to an inspection conducting signal." 

Document D relates to safety-test evaluation systems. This system only 
displays the registered program list and allows a selected program to be operated. This 
document fails to disclose "second program storage for storing check programs each 
for detecting a change in one of the application programs during the system operation; 
and an inspection conducting means for detecting changes in the application programs 
by sequentially executing the stored check programs in response to an inspection 
conducting signal." 

A specific improvement of claim 1 over the cited art includes "second 
program storage for storing check programs each for detecting a change in one of the 
application programs during the system operation; and an inspection conducting means 
for detecting changes in the application programs by sequentially executing thq stored 
check programs in response to an inspection conducting signal." 

A specific improvement of claim 2 over the cited art includes the capability 
that "if a change that does not affect the system operation is detected in one of the 
application programs during the system operation, the associated check program 
ignores the change, and wherein, if a change that affects the system operation is 
detected in one of the application programs during the system operation, the associated 
check program regards the change as a change." 

A specific improvement of claim 3 over the cited art includes "the 
inspection conducting means inspects the application programs by: identifying the 
application program associated with each of the check programs; inputting a 
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pseudo-signal directly to the identified application program; detecting a response signal 
responsive to the input pseudo-signal; and comparing the detected response signal with 
a response signal detected before the inspection." 

A specific improvement of claim 4 over the cited art includes that "the 
pseudo-signal is input without passing through an operation system." 

A specific improvement of claim 5 over the cited art includes that "the 
pseudo-signal is input through an operation system." 

Claims 6 and 7 also contain additional differences over the cited art. 
Claim 8 is a method claim similar to claim 1 and therefore contains similar 
improvements over the cited art. Claim 9 is another method claim similar to claim 1 and 
therefore contains similar improvements over the cited art. 

Should any additional information be required, Applicants' undersigned 
attorney will provide the requested details. 
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Chicago, IL 60661 
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